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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 20 - 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Freishtat (US Patent 6,317,783) in view of Official Notice and Haverstock (US Patent 
6,343,607). 

Regarding Claims 20-21, Freishtat discloses an information portal system 
comprising: 

■ a means for authenticating a user (end user) attempting to log onto a 
portal server (intermediary website), (see col. 12, lines 15-21); 

■ web page means, for presenting to the user a user-specific link to an 
institution server (access point to provider's page), the user-specific link 
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for enabling the user to authenticate (register) itself with the institution 
server (PI provider) based upon user-institution authentication data 
(registration information), the authentication of the user with the institution 
server resulting in authorization of the portal system (PI engine) to receive 
user data from the institution (Plprovider). (see col. 7, lines 18-23; col. 
14, lines 25-30; col. 15, lines 12-27); 

■ means for initiating establishment of a portal-institution (PI engine - 
Provider) interface for enabling the portal server to authenticate itself with 
the institution server using portal authentication data (registration 
information), and to receive the user data (personal information) if the 
authentication is successful, (see abstract; col. 5, lines 34 - 55; col. 6, 
lines 33-54); 

■ means for performing on the user data an action, (transaction) selected 
from a first set of actions, (transactions involving electronic PI associated 
with a particular end user), (see col. 3, lines 4-19). 

■ wherein the actions performed on the user data by the portal are actions 
selected from a second set of actions (bank account fund transfers) that is 
a subset of the first set of actions (subset of transactions involving 
electronic PI), (see col. 3, lines 4-19); 

■ wherein the in the institution is a financial institution (banking & 
investments, credit cards & mortgages) and the user data is financial 
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transaction data (bank account balances or other pertinent information of 
data), (see figs. 4 - 5, col. 3, lines 4-19); 
Freishtat does not teach an information portal system comprising user-specific 
link or a plurality of user-specific links, although Freishtat does disclose presenting a 
customized or personalized presentation of information in a web environment. 

Examiner takes Official Notice that the presentation of a user-specific link or a 
plurality of user-specific links to a user in conjunction with the presentation of a 
customized or personalized web page is old and well known in the art of information 
systems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Freishtat by incorporating the ability to present a 
user-specific link or a plurality of user-specific links, as is old and well known in the art, 
to present a personalized presentation of information or a customized user interface to 
the end user, enabling better ease of use. 

Regarding Claim 22, Freishtat does not teach wherein the first set of actions 
includes conducting a financial transaction and the second set of actions includes 
viewing user data but the second does not include conducting financial transactions. 

Haverstock discloses a computer system wherein the first set of includes 
conducting a transaction (read and edit functions) and the second set of actions 
includes viewing data (read only) but does not include conducting transactions (read 
only), (see col. 5, lines 56 - 62). 



Application/Control Number: 09/896,438 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3693 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Freishtat and Official Notice by incorporating a 
role-based or priority-level based security system, as disclosed by Haverstock, 
delineating the metes and bounds of permissible transactions that can be conducted on 
the behalf of the end user. 

Regarding Claims 23 - 35, Claims 23 - 35 recite similar limitations as claimed in 
previously rejected claims, would have been obvious based upon previously rejected 
claims, or are otherwise disclosed by the prior art applied in previously rejected claims. 
Such claim limitations are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale as 
previously utilized. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments with respect to pending claims have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Following the filing of Amended Claims and Applicant Arguments on 10/27/2006 
and the Examiner's Interview on 1 1/3/2006, Examiner consulted other PTO personnel 
concerning the instant applicant. 

An overwhelming consensus of examiners stated that the claim language utilized 
in the instant application is exceptionally broad and vastly broader than the intended 
claim limitations as articulated by the applicant's attorney in the examiner's interview 
and applicant's arguments. Examiners also believed that prior rejections were based 
upon Examiner's attempt to read limitations from the specification into the claim 
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limitations which deviated from PTO policy to utilize the "broadest reasonable 
interpretation consistent with the specification during the examination of a patent 
application since the applicant may then amend his. claims." See In re Prater and Wei, 
162 USPQ 541 550 (CCPA 1969). 

For example, Examiner in the previous Office Action utilized prior art reference 
Rangan to establish user-specific links. Applicant argued that Rangan disclosed "a 
personalized page having listed plural Internet destinations enabled by hyperlinks" 
which does not disclose user-specific links. However, using the "broadest reasonable 
interpretation" Rangan does disclose user-specific links, as Rangan discloses a user- 
specific web page with hyperlinks and, therefore, the selection of hyperlinks presented 
would be user-specific. 

Examiner believes that difficulties to date with this application are due to 
semantic differences in claim interpretation between all parties. Hopefully, such 
differences can be rectified via amendment. 

Examiner offers these new grounds of rejection in an attempt to reduce the 
number of references and, hopefully, better articulate his grounds of rejection. 
Furthermore, such reduction of references should also clarify issues, should applicant 
choose to appeal this application to the Appeals Board. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason M. Borlinghaus whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6924. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




